sir 
UNIVERS 
OF MICHIGAN, . 


ARMED FORCES MEDICAL LJBRARY 


or X, No. 8 AUGUST 1955 
10.5 
A’ 


L.7 
ISSUED FROM THE OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR 


THE QUESTION OF CURRENT LIST FORMAT 





The Current List of Medical Literature in its present 
format has now passed its Tifth birthday. on the whole, we 
are proud of what has been accomplished; on the whole, we 
believe that medicine and medical librarianship are pleased 
with the increased service which this publication offers. 
The July 1955 issue is a far cry from the July 1950 issue; 
in the intervening period, subject and author indexes have 
been separated; cumulation periodicity has been stabilized; 
standard sub-headings have been adopted; a new and rational 
system of subject headings and cross references has been put 
into effect; coverage has been expanded to the point where 
over 100,000 articles are being indexed each year; typog- 
raphy has been improved. and the goal of currency has been 
approached more and more closely. All of these things are 
evidence, at the very least, of our determined attempts to 
make the Current List a publication of outstanding useful- 
ness and convenience to the fellowship of medicine which we 
serve. 





Nevertheless we are not ready to believe that the mil- 
lennium has already been reached; in the usual American way, 
we remain critical of CL, and constantly search for methods 
of increasing its effectiveness. Whatever direction our 
questions may take, they inevitably end by focusing on the 
problem of format. 


We have heard many criticisms of CL format during the 
last few years. We have been told that on occasion pnysi- 
cians refuse to use it, cannot use it, or cannot understand 
how to use it. It has been claimed that what we are actu- 
ally producing is an index to an index, that our scheme of 
listing journals is a wasteful and frustrating method of in- 
dexing, and that nothing can compensate for the imperfect 
arrangement. 


In September of last year the Medical Section of the 
Library Association [Great Britain] held a weekend confer- 
ence at Leeds,at which the main topic for discussion was CL. 
The results of that conference were transmitted to the Armed 
Forces Medical Library; they summarized in convenient fors 
all the criticisms of CL which we had been hearing from var- 
fous quarters. . The chief criticism made was of the basic 
Plan of arrangement of CL: 





Printing cost borne by the FRIENDS of the Armed Forces Medical Library. 





2 AUGUST 1955 
———_————————————— 
"We would make the drastic suggestion that 
the present plan of listing contents of journals 
seriatim be changed, and that CL become a direct 
subject list with a simple author index... We 
would recommend that full citation be provided 
directly under the subject headings, thus doing 
away with the need for the separate register and 
subject index sections." 


The fundamental reason for this position is undoubtedly 
that the subject approach to material is the dominant one, 
but that unfortunately the present format of CL does not en- 
phasize this, but rather requires the double job of leafing 
back and forth between the subject index and register sec- 
tions. We have the impression that to this basic fact there 
is added a twinge of exasperation due to the feeling that 
there is no positive and compelling reason for the listing 
of journals alphabetically in the register -- that it some- 
how just happened, ana now we are stuck with it. 


It ig agreed that arrangement of contents under journal 
title ig not as convenient as placing the full citation di- 
rectly under subject. Justification for the arrangement is 
largely on the basis of financial considerations. By using 
the register format, it is necessary to give the voluminous 
full citation only once, and without repeating the journal 
abbreviation after each article. Thereafter we can refer to 
a particular article many times in the subject and author 
indexes by the use of a single line, rather than repeating 
the full citation data. The statement that the present meth- 
od of listing journals is wasteful is valid only if an arti- 
cle is listed under one subject heading only. This is not 
true; articles may be listed under six or seven different 
subject headings, if it is so required. It is obvious that 
printing the full citation many times cannot be as cheap -- 
in terms of paper and printing costs, which are over-riding 
considerations -- as printing the citation only once and re- 
ferring to it Iater by number. We are already pushing close 
to our budget limitation of a maximum of 4,100 pages a year. 


If it is clear that tne register in some form is neces- 
sary, then why is it arranged alphabetically by journal 
title? We could arrange journal titles ina classified 
grouping, as in the old weekly CL; but this has obvious iu- 
herent difficulties, and we reasoned that each individuai 
would know what constellation of journal titles he was es- 
pecially interested in, and could pick them out better from 
an alphabetical list than froma classified list. Or, we 
could adopt a straight classified arrangement of journal ar- 
ticles, rather than journal titles, ams in the manner of the 
Bulletin Analytique. This would be fine except that in that 
case the subject heading arrangement would become superflu- 
ous, and on the whole, American librarianship has seemed te 
prefer the alphabetical subject heading arrangement to the 
Classified one. In abstract journals it is reasonable to 
have both, but abstracts are not indexes, 

It has been suggested that we continue an author index 
only, as opposed to full citation also under author. But if 
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the same article is listed under three different subject 
headings, referral from the author index need be to one sub- 
ject heading only. By what means can this be accomplished 
and also meet the production objective of preparing the au- 
thor index concurrently with the subject section, rather 
than being Yaced with the production bottleneck of preparing 
the author index de novo, only after the subject section has 
been completed? — 

What emerges from this discussion is the realization 
that the changing of one major format feature will usually 
involve the changing of other related features. If we were 
to change to direct listing under subject headings, we would 
need to recoup in some other way the amount of space thus 
lost. 

Our British confreres have stated that "a further econ- 
omy that would not really hurt anyone would be the listing 
of titles in English only, giving a letter at the end of the 
entry to indicate the language of the original.” This sug- 
gestion is attractive; it would free many pages which might 
then be devoted to other improvements. But it would be ob- 
jected by many that such a change would make CL useless in 
the process known as "checking references." There would 
also be the general feeling that by adopting English only we 
had somehow become less "scholarly." But we ought to give 
further consideration to this question; after all, for the 
purpose of reference checking, CL is just another secondary 
source; other and better ways are available for doing the 
job, and this is just one use of CL, and a rather small and 
inconsequential one at that. 

It has also been questioned whether cumulative issues 
would be necessary if the proposed change to entry direct 
under subject heading were made. "As each issue would be a 
real index, easily and quickly consulted, it might be possi- 
ble to forego the luxury of cumulative indexes, thereby say- 
ing vast trouble and expense” --- and more importantly, we 
may add, space and paper. It is obvious that fundamental 
difficulties arise when an attempt is made to design an in- 
dex which will be convenient to uge for both current and 
retrospective searchings; if we forego cumulation we add to 
the difficulties of retrospective use. A compromise might 
be struck by publishing at less frequent intervals -- say 
quarterly -- but without cumulation; but in that case we 
would be defaulting to a degree on our aim of currency. 


It is clear that we can't have everything, and that we 
must decide which features have priority importance. The 
Armed Forces Medical Library has from the beginning regarded 
the CL format as experimental; we are ready and willing to 
make any changes which are widely desired by CL users, and 
which at the same time are possible of fulfillment with the 
means available to us. We will appreciate very much receiy- 


ing extended comments on the above discussion, and any other 
related matters. 


Should Current List format be changed? If so, in what 
manner? 








BUILDING BILL 


Public Law 161, 84th Congress, signed by the President 
on 15 July 1955, included authorization for plang and speci- 
fications for the new Armed Forces Medical Library. But iz 
reporting out the Supplemental Appropriation Bill for 1956, 
which embraced those items authorized by Public Law 161, the 
Senate Appropriations Committee "did not approve the request 
for $350,000 for the Armed Forces Medical Library at the Na- 
tional Naval Medical Center. The committee did this without 
prejudice and suggests that this item may be agrzin considered 
next year" (Calendar No. 1106, Senate Report No. 1984, 23 Jue 
ly 1955, p. 14). 


Meanwhile, three identical bills, which would implement 
the recommendation of the Hoover Commission that the Library 
be transferred to the jurisdiction of the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution, have been introduced into the Congress: H.R. 6915, by 
Mr. Fisher of Texas, on 20 June 1955; 8S. 2408, by Mr. Smith 
of New Jersey, on 5. July 1955; and 8. 2482, by Mr. McCarthy 
of Wisconsin, on 11 July 1955. 


SAGGING STACKS 


The shifting of books in the main stacks, incident to 
the general reshelving program underway during the last few 
months, has had to be halted because severe ructural de- 
fects have come to light. The old cast-iron stacks, parti- 
cularly those on the first and second levels, are buckling 
from the immense load to which they have been subjected for 
gO many years; some of the vertical supports are as much as 
a half inch out of plumb at mid-point, and this spread has 
made impossible the affixing of standard length shelves. 


Engineers have now surveyed the area, and have advised 
shoring up the sagging structure with supports of channel 
steel. This task will be undertaken shortly. In the mean- 
time, our program of shifting the collection is stalled. 


ANNUAL MEETING, FRIENDS OF THE AFML 


. . « . Friday evening,’ 28 October 1955 
-Officers' Club, National Naval Medical 
Center, Bethesda, Maryland 

. Keyes Metcalf, Harvard University 








